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Bill Ross, EPA Region 8
F a c i l i t a t o r s
Mary Margare t G o t t e n , C D R Asso c ia t e sL o u i s e S m a r t , C D R A s s o c i a t e sK a t e W h i t b y , C D R A s s o c i a t e s - W a s h i n g t o n D C M e t r o O f f i c e ( n o t e t a k e r )

I n f o r m a t i o n U p d a t e s
Proposed NPL L i s t i n g . The W o r k i n g G r o u p began by d i s c u s s i n g EPA's decision(released to the press on Friday, January 15), to propose adding the site to the NationalPriorities List (NPL). [NOTE: Ital i c i n d i c a t e s p o t e n t i a l action i t e m / d e c i s i o n . ] Aspart o f t h e NPL l i s t i n g process , EPA wi l l accept comments on i t s p r o p o s e d l i s t i n gdec i s ion for s i x ty (60) days. EPA's public comment period will run through March 22,1999. P e o p l e in t er e s t ed in c o m m e n t i n g on th e p r o p o s e d NPL l i s t i n g s h o u l d send theo r i g i n a l comments and three c op i e s to:

Docket C o o r d i n a t o rH e a d q u a r t e r s U . S . E P A ; C E R C L A Docket O f f i c e ( 5 2 0 1 G )
401 M S t r e e t SWW a s h i n g t o n , DC 20460

T h e i n f o r m a t i o n package that f o r m s t h e basis f o r E P A ' s l i s t i n g p r o p o s a l i s a v a i l a b l e f o rreview at three l o c a t i o n s :
E P A ' s Region 8 o f f i c e , 5 t h f l o o r ;Cross C o m m u n i t y C o a l i t i o n o f f i c e s at 2332 East 46 th S t r e e t , Denver; andV a l d e z - P e r r y Library.

In a d d i t i o n , EPA also i s e s t a b l i s h i n g a document r e p o s i t o r y l o c a t i o n a t th e F o r d W a r r e nP u b l i c Library.
Severa l W o r k i n g G r o u p members expre s s ed concern that there was no documentr e p o s i t o r y in C l a y t o n and r e f e r r e d to a p r i o r agreement that i n f o r m a t i o n about the s i tewould be p l a c e d in C o u n c i l m a n H i a w a t h a Davis ' o f f i c e and at the f i r e s t a t i o n . EPAindicated they are considering other repository locations. EPA is trying to reachagreements with possible repository locations by the week of February 8.
P R P I d e n t i f i c a t i o n . F o l l o w i n g o n t h e N P L l i s t i n g d i s c u s s i o n , M e l M u f i o z requestedi n f o r m a t i o n about E P A ' s progre s s i n i d e n t i f y i n g p o t e n t i a l l y r e s p o n s i b l e p a r t i e s ( P R P s )who c ou ld be tasked wi th p e r f o r m i n g or p a y i n g for s i t e c l e a n u p work. EPA r e s p o n d e dthat i d e n t i f y i n g P R P s d e p e n d s on i d e n t i f y i n g th e p h y s i c a l and chemical nature o f th es i te c on taminant s . T h i s i n f o r m a t i o n w i l l h e l p t o i d e n t i f y t h e source o f t h e c o n t a m i n a n t s
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and h e l p EPA make p r o g r e s s in i d e n t i f y i n g P R P s . EPA has p e r f o r m e d a PRP search.The da ta has been received and i s b e i n g ana lyzed by the agency. No not i c e l e t t e r shave been sent. T h e r e will be more research c o n d u c t e d .
M e e t i n g S u m m a r y Review
The W o r k i n g G r o u p reviewed p r o p o s e d changes t o t h e me e t ing summaries f r o m th eN o v e m b e r and December sessions. Aft er d i s c u s s i n g th e change s and m a k i n g f u r t h e ra d j u s t m e n t s as n e e d e d , the Working Group approved meeting summaries for bothmonths (see attached meeting summaries). In the course of a p p r o v i n g thosesummarie s , th e W o r k i n g G r o u p members noted several p o i n t s o f p a r t i c u l a r i m p o r t a n c e .
I n d i v i d u a l o r G r o u p Repre s en ta t i on . S e c o n d , th e members o f th e W o r k i n g G r o u p s i ton the W o r k i n g G r o u p as i n d i v i d u a l s and not as of f ic ially d e s i g n a t e d "representat ives"of t h e i r c o m m u n i t i e s or n e i g h b o r h o o d s . P r o m p t e d by a concern raised by A n t h o n yT h o m a s , t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p c l a r i f i e d that W o r k i n g G r o u p members f r o m t h e c o m m u n i t ya r e r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f t h e i r n e i g h b o r h o o d s . T h e y w i l l k e ep c o n s t i t u e n t g r o u p s i n f o r m e dand wi l l s o l i c i t i n d i v i d u a l i n p u t f r o m c o n s t i t u e n t s . W o r k i n g G r o u p members may or mayn o t repre sent t h e in t er e s t s o f others. T h e Proc edura l G u i d e l i n e s f o r t h e W o r k i n g G r o u pwere m o d i f i e d t o r e f l e c t t h i s role f o r W o r k i n g G r o u p members. Severa l members askedabout p o s s i b l e c o n t r a d i c t i o n s between t h i s i n d i v i d u a l i t y a n d E P A ' s e f f o r t s t o n o t i f y amember and an a l t e r n a t e b e f o r e EPA comes into a n e i g h b o r h o o d . EPA r e s p o n d e d thatthe p u r p o s e o f n o t i f y i n g W o r k i n g G r o u p members i s to take a d v a n t a g e o f an e x i s t i n gchannel of c ommuni ca t i on into the n e i g h b o r h o o d , so that r e s i d e n t s know what EPA isd o i n g and can re spond to n e i g h b o r h o o d que s t i on s or concerns. EPA will seek theviews of others in the c o m m u n i t i e s b e s ide s those on the W o r k i n g G r o u p . EPAcommitted to updating the Working Group members about scheduled or ongoingcommunity activities as part of the regular Working Group meetings.
F A C A R e q u i r e m e n t s / L i m i t a t i o n s . T h i r d , E P A e x p l a i n e d tha t t h e requirement thatmembers sit as i n d i v i d u a l s , not as officially d e s i g n a t e d r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s , r e la t e s to theF e d e r a l A d v i s o r y C o m m i t t e e A c t ( F A C A ) . I f W o r k i n g G r o u p members a r e o f f i c i a lr epr e s en ta t iv e s f or t h e i r c ommuni t i e s , th en under FACA there are a number o frequirements . T h e s e i n c l u d e E P A o b t a i n i n g a p p r o v a l f o r creat ion o f t h e W o r k i n g G r o u pf r o m th e O f f i c e o f M a n a g e m e n t and B u d g e t , p u b l i s h i n g notice o f a l l m e e t i n g s in t h eF e d e r a l R e g i s t e r , a n d o p e n i n g a l l m e e t i n g s t o t h e general p u b l i c ( i n c l u d i n g t h e pr e s s) .
EPA did not f e e l that i t had the t ime , need or a b i l i t y to create a FACA g r o u p for theVasquez s i t e , and so i t did not set up the W o r k i n g G r o u p under FACA. ( T h e r e i s aP r e s i d e n t i a l Order which d i s c ourage s t h e f o r m a t i o n o f F A C A c o m m i t t e e s . ) I n E P A ' sview, t h i s does no t l i m i t or change the W o r k i n g Group' s role wi th respect t o th e s i te: th eW o r k i n g G r o u p m e e t i n g s create a p l a c e t o d i s cu s s th e s i te. The i n d i v i d u a l members o fthe W o r k i n g G r o u p can and wil l make r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s to EPA about the s i t e , bothw i t h i n t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p s t ru c tur e a n d , i f necessary, o u t s i d e i t . H o w e v e r , E P A cannotseek t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p ' s r e c o m m e n d a t i o n b y consensus. E P A w i l l conduct otherp u b l i c invo lvement a c t i v i t i e s t o s a t i s f y r equ irement s o f S u p e r f u n d a n d w i l l p r o v i d eo p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r f o r m a l p u b l i c comment on any c l ean up d e c i s i on s .
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Press Release Process a n d M i s c o m m u n i c a t i o n s . F i n a l l y , S a n d y D o u g l a s , J o a nH o o k e r , A n t h o n y T h o m a s , and Lorraine G r a n a d o t a l k e d about the p r o b l e m s created byE P A ' s i s s u i n g a pre s s release about t h e s i t e ' s p r o p o s e d N P L l i s t i n g w i t h o u t f i r s tn o t i f y i n g the members, p a r t i c u l a r l y when the names of some of the members a l s o werep r o v i d e d t o th e media. T h e s e p r o b l e m s i n c l u d e d :
• W o r k i n g G r o u p members rece iv ing c a l l s f r o m n e w s p a p e r r e p o r t e r s a s k i n g f o rcomments about the press release when the members had not seen thedocument .
• The p u b l i c a t i o n o f f r i g h t e n i n g s tor ie s about the s i t e in the press.
• D a m a g i n g the member s ' a b i l i t y to re spond to those n e w s p a p e r s torie s , or to tel lc o m m u n i t y members tha t s i te c o n d i t i o n s are not as bad as the s tor i e s i m p l y .
• A los s o f trust in EPA. In past se s s ions, the W o r k i n g G r o u p d i s cu s s ed thep a r t n e r s h i p that was b e ing created wi th EPA, yet the members did not receiveeven a courtesy copy of the press release when EPA issued it, and still had notreceived one.

EPA agreed that it s h o u l d have n o t i f i e d the members about the pre s s release anda p o l o g i z e d for the mi s c ommuni ca t i on . EPA reminded the members tha t i t i s c ounter toEPA p o l i c y to request o u t s i d e comment on press re lease s b e f o r e t h e y go out. EPAalso noted that it can and must engage in and take ac t ions r e g a r d i n g the s i t e t ha t areo u t s i d e t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p proces s , i n c l u d i n g c o m m u n i t y r e l a t i o n s a c t i v i t i e s a n dp r e s s / p u b l i c not ice events.
EPA agreed that in the future it will:

• Send all press releases related to the Vasquez site to the Working Groupmembers at the same time that it sends them to the press.
• Try to give the members a half day "heads up" notice of an upcoming pressrelease.
• Alert the Working Group members about an event that is coming up which maygenerate media interest and/or a press release. EPA will set up an updateprocess (to be defined) that will include these alerts.
• Notify anyone whose name is given to the press about that fact immediately,which means at the same time or before EPA releases the person's name orcontact information.

EPA and the members a l so d i s cu s s ed:
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• S e t t i n g up a proce s s for EPA to use when it s ends not ice s about , and c o p i e s of ,pres s releases. T h a t proces s may i n c l u d e a mix ture o f p h o n e c a l l s a n d / o rmessages and d i s t r i b u t i o n of c o p i e s at W o r k i n g G r o u p m e e t i n g s or via f a x , e-mail a n d / o r U . S . mai l .
• EPA working with the members to d e v e l o p a li s t of p e o p l e who are willing to havet h e i r names released to the media.
• EPA p r o v i d i n g "update s" about u p c o m i n g si te a c t i v i t i e s , i n c l u d i n g p o t e n t i a l mediacontac t s , as a r e g u l a r part of the W o r k i n g G r o u p mee t ings .
• A one-page u p d a t e sheet s h o u l d be p r o v i d e d to W o r k i n g G r o u p members atleast m o n t h l y , i n c l u d i n g :• S t a t u s o f data c o l l e c t i o n / a n a l y s i s

• A n y t h i n g that wi l l ge t media interest• C o m m u n i t y invo lvement a c t i v i t i e s
• Any EPA d e c i s i o n s
• S t a t u s o f the s a m p l i n g work

EPA d i s t r i b u t e d c op i e s o f the J a n u a r y 15 press release to the W o r k i n g G r o u p sessionp a r t i c i p a n t s ( a t t a c h e d ) .
H i s t o r y o f S a m p l i n g a t the S i t e
The W o r k i n g G r o u p then moved on to the h i s t o r y of so i l s a m p l i n g events at the site.Bonnie L a v e l l e summarized the phas ed proces s EPA used in the p a s t , the r e s u l t s ofthe various phase s and the a v a i l a b i l i t y of those r e s u l t s to the members, and the p l a n sE P A h a s f o r f u t u r e phase s o f s a m p l i n g a c t i v i t i e s .
Phase I S a m p l i n g . E P A ' s h i s t o r y o f s a m p l i n g a c t i v i t i e s concerning t h e site began b yt a r g e t i n g homes, s choo l s and parks l o ca t ed between East 56 th Avenue on the nor th ,East 38th A v e n u e on the s ou th , the S o u t h P l a t t e River on the west, and C o l o r a d oBoulevard on the east.
EPA i d e n t i f i e d th e p r o p e r t i e s that would b e s a m p l e d by u s ing several s t ep s . Firs t , EPAdid some p r e l i m i n a r y i n v e s t i g a t i o n t o e s t a b l i s h th e l ik e ly b oundar i e s o f th e c on tamina t edp r o p e r t i e s . T h i s i n v e s t i g a t i o n f o c u s e d on m e t a l s c o n t a m i n a t i o n and was drawn with abroad brush.
After EPA set those broad-brush b o u n d a r i e s , it l ooked at tax assessor records toi d e n t i f y each proper ty' s owner o f record. EPA sent these owners o f record, l e t t e r st e l l i n g them that EPA wanted t o s a m p l e t h e i r p r o p e r t i e s , and i n c l u d e d p r o p o s e d accessagreement s wi th the l e t t e r s for the owners to s ign and return. O n l y about 20% of thep e o p l e E P A contac ted r e s p o n d e d wi th p e r m i s s i o n t o s a m p l e t h e i r p r o p e r t i e s . E P A ' son-scene c o o r d i n a t o r , Pete S t e v e n s o n , knew tha t EPA had s u f f i c i e n t resources to
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s a m p l e more than 20% of the homes in the area, so he sent crews out k n o c k i n g ondoors and a sk ing in-per son for p e r m i s s i o n to s a m p l e .
The end re sul t of these l e t t e r s and f a c e - t o - f a c e contact s was tha t ERA receivedp e r m i s s i o n to s a m p l e 1,052 p r o p e r t i e s .
As f or th e actual s a m p l i n g process i t s e l f , d u r i n g Phase I EPA made a h o l e in th e groundat each p r o p e r t y and removed one soil s a m p l e , b e g i n n i n g be low the grass , at the 0"-2"d e p t h in the f r o n t yard. T h e y took a second s a m p l e at 0"-2" be low the grass in the backyard, and a t h i r d s a m p l e f r o m e i t h e r the f r o n t or back yard but at d e p t h - 0 to 12 inchesbe low the grass. T h i s s a m p l i n g process created three p i e c e s o f i n f o r m a t i o n about eachp r o p e r t y , which it sent to a l abora t o ry for a n a l y s i s r e g a r d i n g the pre s ence and l e v e l ofmetal c o n t a m i n a t i o n .
Once EPA received the a n a l y t i c a l r e s u l t s back f r o m the l a b , i t c ompared each s a m p l eagains t E P A ' s action l e v e l s f o r removal act ions. T h e s e ac t ion l e v e l s were e s t a b l i s h e dby EPA s p e c i f i c a l l y for t h i s S i t e . T h e y are meant to be used to i d e n t i f y l e v e l s ofc h e m i c a l s above which there i s an u n a c c e p t a b l y h i g h risk o f adverse h e a l t h e f f e c t s i fp e o p l e are exposed in a r e s i d e n t i a l scenario. The action l e v e l s s h o u l d be compared tothe average l e v e l s o f c h e m i c a l s in a yard. The removal ac t ion l e v e l s for t h i s s i t e are450 par t s p e r m i l l i o n (ppm) f or arsenic and 2,000 ppm f or l e a d .
If any one o f the three s a m p l e s f r o m a p r o p e r t y showed c o n t a m i n a t i o n at a l ev e l above450 ppm for arsenic or 2,000 ppm for l e a d , EPA i d e n t i f i e d t ha t p r o p e r t y a s a p o t e n t i a lc a n d i d a t e for a removal act ivi ty. T h i s e x a m i n a t i o n showed tha t s a m p l e s taken f r o m 46p r o p e r t i e s contained e i t h e r lead or arsenic at a l eve l gr ea t er t h a n the a l l o w e d amount.
EPA then looked c lo ser at the i n f o r m a t i o n it pos se s s ed about the s e 46 p r o p e r t i e s , andf o u n d :

Seven o f the p r o p e r t i e s had c o n t a m i n a t i o n grea t er t h a n the ac t i on l e v e l s , bu t thec on tamina t i on was on ly present in the a t - d e p t h s a m p l e s , and not in the s u r f a c es a m p l e s . EPA t h e r e f o r e did not view these p r o p e r t i e s as p r e s e n t i n g ani m m e d i a t e threat.
Of the 39 r e m a i n i n g p r o p e r t i e s (46 minus 7):

O n e i s a p a r k i n g l o t . I n E P A ' s view t h i s p r o p e r t y does n o t pose a n i m m e d i a t ethreat because E P A ' s c a l c u l a t i o n o f a n i m m e d i a t e threat assumes t h a t someoneis l i v i n g on the p r o p e r t y , b r e a t h i n g in d u s t , t o u c h i n g the c o n t a m i n a t e d s o i l , ando therwi s e e x p o s i n g him or h e r s e l f to l o n g - t e r m contact w i t h the c o n t a m i n a t i o n .T h e r e are no p e o p l e l i v i n g on the p a r k i n g lot or s u b j e c t to the s e assumed p a t h sof contact or exposure . T h i s does not mean that the p r o p e r t y is not of concern toEPA in the l o n g term, but it is not of i m m e d i a t e concern.
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One p r o p e r t y had h i g h c onc en t ra t i on s of l e a d , but not f r o m c o n t a m i n a t i o n in thes o i l . Rather , a t t h i s p r o p e r t y t h e l ead l e v e l s came f r o m f l e c k s o f f l a k i n g l e a d -based p a i n t in the s a m p l e . A g a i n , the nature of t h i s c o n t a m i n a t i o n took i t out ofE P A ' s removal act ion ca t egory, a l t h o u g h i t remains o n E P A ' s l i s t o f p r o p e r t i e s o fconcern.
This le f t 37 p r o p e r t i e s (39 minus 2) that had s a m p l e s showing c o n t a m i n a t i o n at l e v e l sabove E P A ' s removal action l e v e l s f o r t h i s site.
At t h i s p o i n t EPA recognized that three s a m p l e s p e r p r o p e r t y i s a p p r o p r i a t e f o rs creening out s i t e s f r o m c o n s i d e r a t i o n for removal but may not be enough toa d e q u a t e l y characterize exposure . EPA t h e r e f o r e d e c i d e d to do more s a m p l i n g atthese p r o p e r t i e s b e f o r e u n d e r t a k i n g removals a n d began Phase I I o f t h e s a m p l i n g .
Phase I I S a m p l i n g . E P A h a d t w o o b j e c t i v e s when i t began t h e Phase I I round o fs a m p l i n g . Firs t , i t wanted to ob ta in be t t er i n f o r m a t i o n about the c o n t a m i n a t i o n pre sentin th e 37 r emain ing p r o p e r t i e s o f concern f r o m Phase I.
S e c o n d , EPA wanted to extend i t s s a m p l i n g a c t i v i t i e s to p r o p e r t i e s south of 38th

Avenue down to 35 t h Avenue. EPA used two d i f f e r e n t s a m p l i n g m e t h o d s for the twog r o u p s of p r o p e r t i e s - the Phase I l o t s wi th s a m p l e s above removal action l e v e l s andt h e n ew Phase II l o t s that had no t been s a m p l e d b e f or e .
F o r i t s Phase I I s a m p l i n g o f t h e 3 7 r e m a i n i n g Phase I l o t s , E P A took 5 s a m p l e s f r o mthe f r o n t yard and 5 s a m p l e s f r o m the back yard of each p r o p e r t y . EPA then combinedall 5 f r o n t yard s a m p l e s into one c o m p o s i t e s a m p l e and all 5 back yard s a m p l e s into asecond c o m p o s i t e s a m p l e . EPA sent these two c o m p o s i t e s a m p l e s f r o m each p r o p e r t yt o the lab f or analy s i s .
W h e n d e a l i n g wi th t h e n e w Phase I I l o t s that h a d n o t been s a m p l e d b e f o r e , E P A usedthe same method for s a m p l i n g that it had used d u r i n g Phase I - it took one s h a l l o ws a m p l e f r o m the f r o n t yard , one f r o m the back yard, and a t h i r d s a m p l e a t d e p t h f r o me i ther yard. A s with Phase I , E P A d i d n o t c o m p o s i t e these s a m p l e s , b u t sent threes a m p l e s f r o m n e w p r o p e r t i e s s a m p l e d d u r i n g Phase I I t o t h e l a b f o r analy s i s .
E P A used t h e same method t o ob ta in access t o n e w Phase I I l o t s f o r s a m p l i n g that i thad used d u r i n g Phase I; i t sent l e t t e r s t o each prop er ty ' s owner o f record r e q u e s t i n gp e r m i s s i o n to s a m p l e . Because of concerns about t i m i n g , EPA did not f o l l o w - u p wi thdoor-to-door requests f o r access d u r i n g Phase I I .
One of the W o r k i n g G r o u p members observed at t h i s p o i n t that the members have as t a n d i n g o f f er t o EPA to assist wi th access e f f o r t s . EPA r e s p o n d e d that i t w i l l takea d v a n t a g e o f that o f f er in f u t u r e rounds o f s a m p l i n g and a c k n o w l e d g e d that EPA mustget more p r o p e r t y owners to consent to s a m p l i n g if it is to get an accurate p i c t u r e of theex i s t ence and extent of c o n t a m i n a t i o n at the site.
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T h e re su l t o f t h e Phase I I s a m p l i n g a n a l y s i s r e g a r d i n g t h e 3 7 r e m a i n i n g Phas e I l o t sshowed that E P A ' s p r i o r s a m p l i n g method h a d overe s t imated t h e e xpo sur e t oc o n t a m i n a t i o n tha t ex i s t ed at 16 of the 37 p r o p e r t i e s . David Mellard q u e s t i o n e d EPAabout t h i s c o n c l u s i o n and asked whe ther the d i s c r e t e s a m p l e s in Phase I s a m p l e s canbe used to a c c u r a t e l y characterize expo sure . . EPA said t h a t the c o m p o s i t epro c edure p r o d u c e d a b e t t e r r e p r e s e n t a t i o n o f the actual e x p o s u r e c o n d i t i o n s tha t existat the p r o p e r t i e s . A g a i n , in EPA's view, these 16 p r o p e r t i e s d id not pre s ent a p r o b l e mwhich required i m m e d i a t e removal actions.
T h e Phase I I s a m p l i n g o f t h e r e m a i n i n g Phase I l o t s l e f t 2 1 p r o p e r t i e s ( 3 7 minus 1 6 )with s a m p l e s showing c o n t a m i n a t i o n at l e v e l s gr ea t er than the removal ac t ion l e v e l s .E P A contacted these p r o p e r t y owners a n d d i s cu s s ed E P A ' s p l a n s f o r removal a c t i v i t i e s .T h r e e owners d i d n o t want t h e i r yards r emedi ed . E i g h t e e n owners consented t o E P A ' sremoval action. Removal a c t i v i t i e s at these 18 p r o p e r t i e s are c o m p l e t e .
General Discus s ion r e g a r d i n g S i t e S a m p l i n g and EPA A c t i v i t i e s . EPA re f erred th emembers to maps i t brought to the W o r k i n g G r o u p session. T h e s e map s show then e i g h b o r h o o d s that were s a m p l e d i n e i t h e r Phase I o r Phase I I , a s w e l l a s t h e ac tualhomes that were s a m p l e d .
EPA also o f f e r e d to set up s epara t e s t u d y sessions wi th any i n t e r e s t e d members to got h r o u g h the two r e p o r t s , which conta in a l l o f th e s a m p l i n g i n f o r m a t i o n and r e s u l t s .T h e s e report s contain l i s t s o f p r o p e r t y addres s e s and arsenic and lead l e v e l s . T h e ycan be used to l o o k up whether a s p e c i f i c p r o p e r t y was s a m p l e d and wi th what r e s u l t s .
EPA summarized the number of p r o p e r t i e s that exist in each n e i g h b o r h o o d of the s i t ea n d t h e number o f p r o p e r t i e s that were s a m p l e d d u r i n g Phase I o r Phase I I .

N e i g h b o r h o o d # H o m e s # S a m p l e dC l a y t o n 1439 189
C o l e 1352 186S w a n s e a / E l y r i a 1670 1005G l o b e v i l l e 1012 18( a l l (west o f I - 2 5 ,G l o b e v i l l e ) s ou th o f I - 7 0 )

E P A a n d t h e members then di s cus s ed E P A ' s pha s ed a p p r o a c h t o s a m p l i n g , t h e r e s u l t so f t h e s a m p l i n g events a n d E P A ' s o n g o i n g a n d f u t u r e p l a n s f o r f u r t h e r s i t e a n a l y s i sa n d / o r i n v e s t i g a t i o n .
T h e d i s c u s s i o n began with que s t i on s c onc ern ing t h e r e l a t i o n s h i p between E P A ' sp r o p o s e d Vasquez s i t e a n d t h e S t a t e o f C o l o r a d o ' s G l o b e v i l l e s i t e . T h e S t a t e o fC o l o r a d o r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i n d i c a t e d that t h e S t a t e s i t e w a s n o t i n c l u d e d i n E P A ' ss a m p l i n g .
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N e x t , E P A e x p l a i n e d i t s i n t e n t i o n s r e g a r d i n g t h e s i t e b o u n d a r i e s a n d e x p a n s i o n past35 t h Avenue in to the C o l e and C l a y t o n n e i g h b o r h o o d s . Because o f the random p a t t e r no f c o n t a m i n a t i o n , E P A i s t r y i n g t o s a m p l e a l l o f t h e p r o p e r t i e s that f a l l w i t h i n t h e s t u d yarea. I f t h e s i t e b oundar i e s need t o b e e x p a n d e d o u t f r o m t h e e x i s t i n g l i m i t s , E P A w i l lc on s id er such an e x p a n s i o n , but f i r s t i t wants to test e v e r y t h i n g w i t h i n the current s t u d yarea.
Lorra ine G r a n a d o inquired about t h e s p e c i f i c m e t a l s tha t a r e t h e s u b j e c t o f E P A ' sa n a l y s i s . EPA stated that wi th respect to arsenic, i t r ea l i z e s tha t the t y p e of arsenicf o u n d i s very i m p o r t a n t f o r i d e n t i f y i n g P R P ' s a s w e l l a s o ther p u r p o s e s . T h e s a m p l i n gso far shows a p r e d o m i n a n c e of arsenic t r i o x i d e , which may or may not be l i n k e d to thesame PRP as the G l o b e site. EPA f u r t h e r r e s p o n d e d that wi th respect to cadmium andzinc, which are also i n d i c a t o r m e t a l s f r o m the G l o b e s i t e , i t c u r r e n t l y i s r e a n a l y z i n g thePhase I a n d I I archived s a m p l e s f o r t h e presence o f c a d m i u m a n d zinc. W h e n t h er e su l t s come in , EPA wi l l d i s cu s s them wi th th e W o r k i n g G r o u p .
A member also asked about s a m p l i n g w i t h i n the b o u n d a r i e s o f S o u t h G l o b e v i l l e . EPAi n c l u d e d S o u t h G l o b e v i l l e i n i t s Phase I I s a m p l i n g p l a n . T h i s area h a s been s a m p l e d b yAsarco , wi th overs ight by the S t a t e under the G l o b e Consent Decree. EPA does notin t end to r e s a m p l e those p r o p e r t i e s which have been p r e v i o u s l y s a m p l e d , p r o v i d e d thatthe da ta i s good q u a l i t y and meets the o b j e c t i v e s of t h i s s t u d y .
Risk-based S a m p l i n g . EPA is s t i l l t r y i n g to u n d e r s t a n d the nature and extent o fc o n t a m i n a t i o n pre sent at the site. A c c o r d i n g l y , EPA went back and s e l e c t ed 8p r o p e r t i e s for a new round o f risk-based s a m p l i n g and ana ly s i s . For t h i s s t u d y event,EPA took a soil s a m p l e every f i v e f e e t . EPA then sent the s a m p l e s to the lab forl a b o r a t o r y a n a l y s i s of arsenic and l ead. EPA is a n a l y z i n g each i n d i v i d u a l s a m p l e anddid no t combine the s a m p l e s in to c ompo s i t e s . The r e s u l t s o f t h i s round o f s a m p l i n g arenot yet a v a i l a b l e , but EPA will le t the W o r k i n g G r o u p know when th ey arrive. EPAt e s t ed i n d o o r dust f r o m removal p r o p e r t i e s and fru i t and v e g e t a b l e s f r o m one p r o p e r t y ,and has c onduc t ed b i o - m o n i t o r i n g of some of the r e s i d e n t s f r o m the removal p r o p e r t i e s .
Phase I I I S a m p l i n g . F i n a l l y , E P A p l a n s t o r u n a t h i r d phase o f s a m p l i n g somet imea f t e r J u n e 1999. D u r i n g Phase I I I , E P A w i l l t r y t o ob ta in consent t o s a m p l e t h ep r o p e r t i e s that were missed d u r i n g Phases I a n d I I . E P A h a s n o t y e t d e t e r m i n e d h o w o rwhat i t w i l l s a m p l e d u r i n g t h i s phas e o f the s i t e work. It w i l l u s e the r e s u l t s o f the e a r l i e rp h a s e s / r o u n d s , a s w e l l a s th e W o r k i n g Group ' s c o m m u n i t y and t e c h n i c a l resources, t od e c i d e t h e best ways t o p e r f o r m Phase I I I .
EPA i s a t t e m p t i n g t o ge t s u f f i c i e n t i n f o r m a t i o n t o u n d e r s t a n d the r e l a t i o n s h i p betweenc o n t a m i n a t i o n in ex t er ior s o i l s and i n t e r i o r dus t . It a l so i s aware of c o n s t r u c t i o n - t y p ea c t i v i t i e s at l o c a t i o n s o u t s i d e the p r o p o s e d si te b oundar i e s and is b e g i n n i n g to workwi th o th er agencie s and t h e i r contrac tor s t o u n d e r s t a n d a n d / o r control c o n d i t i o n s w i t h i nthe site.
D r a f t Risk Management O b j e c t i v e s
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ERA d i s t r i b u t e d a handou t i t e m i z i n g i t s risk management o b j e c t i v e s f o r t h e V a s q u e zsite. E P A ' s p u r p o s e i n c r e a t i n g t h e document w a s t o combine t h e o b j e c t i v e s that t h eW o r k i n g G r o u p bra in s t ormed at the December m e e t i n g and to o rganiz e th em i n t ocategories . The document i s organized a c c o r d i n g to g o a l s :
G e n e r a lH u m a n H e a l t h Risk Asse s sment G o a l sE c o l o g i c a l Risk Asse s sment G o a l sRemedial A c t i o n P l a n sM i s c e l l a n e o u s

It i s an a t t e m p t to pre sent the g u i d i n g o b j e c t i v e s that wil l a l l o w EPA to se t up ana p p r o p r i a t e risk assessment.
A f t e r a l l o w i n g t ime f o r review, E P A posed que s t i ons t o t h e members.

Did we get the o b j e c t i v e s r i g h t ?Do they look correct?Did we miss a n y t h i n g f r o m December?
Lorraine G r a n a d o r e sponded that EPA missed a c o m m u n i t y goal of a c h i e v i n g ac l e a n u p that meets M R L ' s f o r a l l i n d i c a t o r m e t a l s , i n c l u d i n g c a d m i u m a n d zinc. E P Ar e s p o n d e d that the goal of the document was to set out ri sk management o b j e c t i v e s .
A c h i e v i n g an i d e n t i f i e d MRL is a very s p e c i f i c c lean up goal and part o f the f u t u r e ri skmanagement e f f o r t . EPA i s a t t e m p t i n g a t t h i s p o i n t t o i d e n t i f y risk assessment g o a l s .S u s a n Muza and Bonnie L a v e l l e e x p l a i n e d that f or arsenic and zinc, ATSDR oral MRLvalues and EPA oral RfD va lue s are the same. For c a d m i u m , the va lu e s are verys i m i l a r . For l e a d , EPA has not e s t a b l i s h e d an oral RfD and ATSDR has not e s t a b l i s h e dan oral MRL.
T h i s re sponse p r o m p t e d an ex t ended d i s c u s s i o n o f the d i f f e r e n c e between riskmanagement and risk a s s e s sment , f u r t h e r a t t e m p t s by EPA to d e f i n e the p u r p o s e o fthe d o c u m e n t , and i n d i c a t i o n s f r o m the members that the do cumen t was c o n f u s i n g asc u r r e n t l y d r a f t e d because it combined both risk management and risk assessmentconcep t s .
EPA agreed to revise the Draft Risk Management Objectives for further review anddiscussion at the February Working Group meeting. Toward that end, the memberss u g g e s t e d several changes to the document which EPA agreed to i n c l u d e in the nextversion. E P A al so e x p l a i n e d that a f t e r f i n a l i z i n g t h e o b j e c t i v e s d o c u m e n t , i t s nextp l a n n i n g s t e p wil l be to draw a f l o w - c h a r t model or d i a g r a m of the s i t e tha t i n c l u d e sc on taminant sources, the movement o f c o m p o u n d s , and p o s s i b l e e x p o s u r e c o n c e p t s ,both in terms of who may be a f f e c t e d and how t h e y are e x p o s e d . EPA will pr e s en t t h a tmodel or d i a g r a m to the W o r k i n g G r o u p at one of the next few m e e t i n g s .
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C o n t i n u i n g with the d i s c u s s i o n of i t ems to i n c l u d e in the next revis ion of the o b j e c t i v e s ,a member s u g g e s t e d that ERA look at d i s ea s e s associated wi th the s i te. ATSDRr e s p o n d e d that rates o f d i s ease at the s i te wou ld be s o m e t h i n g for ATSDR to l o o k at ,not ERA. ATSDR look s a t the current h e a l t h e f f e c t s and actual disease ratesassociated wi th a S u p e r f u n d site. ERA look s at c h e m i c a l s of concern to p r e d i c t p o t e n t i a lh e a l t h ri sk, but does not l ook a t e x i s t i n g h e a l t h c o n d i t i o n s . A n t h o n y T h o m a s and J o a nH o o k e r th 3n s u g g e s t e d that ATSDR look at actual d i s ease rates in the n e i g h b o r h o o d s ,i n c l u d i n g i n c i d e n c e s o f cancer, r e t a r d a t i o n in c h i l d r e n , and o ther adverse h e a l t h e f f e c t s .
A n o t h e r member o f f e r e d two new g o a l s for i n c l u s i o n in the revised document:

To under s tand the degree and extent of c o n t a m i n a t i o n pre sent at the s i tes u f f i c i e n t l y to be c o m f o r t a b l e that all c on taminat ed areas will be addre s s ed bythe remedy.
If any c o n t a m i n a t i o n remains in p l a c e a f t e r c on s t ru c t i on o f the remedy i sc o m p l e t e , th e remedy wi l l ensure that ad equa t e , p r o t e c t i v e and e n f o r c e a b l ei n s t i t u t i o n a l c o n t r o l s are in p l a c e .

Yet another member observed that under the d o c u m e n t ' s s ect ion on human h e a l t h riskasses sment, ERA i n d i c a t e s tha t a goal is to p r o v i d e c o m m u n i t y r e s i d e n t s withi n f o r m a t i o n about the site. ERA must ensure that it provide s community i n f o r m a t i o n ina f o r m a t that the c ommuni ty can under s t and -in l a n g u a g e that is u n d e r s t a n d a b l e w i t h i nthe communi ty. A l s o , any i n f o r m a t i o n must be pr e s en t ed in bo th E n g l i s h and S p a n i s h .
C o m m u n i t y I n v o l v e m e n t U p d a t e
ERA i s c u r r e n t l y p e r f o r m i n g c o m m u n i t y interviews to d e t e r m i n e n e i g h b o r h o o d r e s i d e n t s 'outreach needs, as well as t h e i r p r e f e r r e d involvement processes and desires. ERAs taf f are a sk ing for more names of p e o p l e t h ey s h o u l d be t a l k i n g to about the site. ERAis a lways l o o k i n g for more p e o p l e to be interviewed and brough t a c opy of the interview
que s t i on s to the W o r k i n g G r o u p session. ERA is s e n d i n g the wri t t en in t ervi ewque s t i ons out to interviewees ahead of t ime so that p e o p l e can t h i n k about th em, gatherphone numbers, etc.
ERA wi l l i n c l u d e the i n f o r m a t i o n p r o d u c e d t h r o u g h these interviews in i t s c o m m u n i t yr e l a t i o n s p l a n . ERA also wi l l release i n f o r m a t i o n about the s i t e in f u t u r e pres s releases.E R A ' S communi ty r e l a t i o n s s t a f f w i l l make t h e general c on t en t s o f t h e d r a f t c o m m u n i t yre la t i ons p l a n a v a i l a b l e for review by members of the W o r k i n g G r o u p , those p e o p l e whowere i n t e r v i e w e d , or anyone else who requests it, b e f o r e it is f i n a l .
In terms o f t i m i n g , ERA h o p e s to f i n i s h the interviews by the end o f F e b r u a r y . Aftert h a t , i t wil l take another s ix weeks b e f o r e a d r a f t c o m m u n i t y r e l a t i o n s p l a n can bec i r c u l a t e d f o r comments.
ERA i s a l so s e t t i n g up document r e p o s i t o r i e s f or c o m m u n i t y review o f s i t e - r e l a t e di n f o r m a t i o n . E R A w i l l b e s e n d i n g o u t a f a c t sheet e x p l a i n i n g t h e p r o p o s e d N P L l i s t i n g ,
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p r o v i d i n g comment p e r i o d d e t a i l s and d e a d l i n e s , and s how ing the l o c a t i o n s o f th edocument r epo s i t o r i e s . ERA p l a n s to i n c l u d e the f a c t sheet in p u b l i c and c o m m u n i t yn e w s l e t t e r s rather than s e n d i n g out a b u l k m a i l i n g , and h o p e s to f i n a l i z e i t soon. (It i s a tth e t r a n s l a t o r s now.) ERA also wi l l b e p u t t i n g ad s into l o ca l E n g l i s h and S p a n i s hnewspaper s .
ERA s tated that Denver counc i lwoman Ortega has t o l d ERA of her d e s i r e for a p u b l i cm e e t i n g about l i s t i n g t h e site o n t h e N P L a n d asked f o r t h o u g h t s f r o m t h e W o r k i n gG r o u p about a p u b l i c mee t ing . Lorraine G r a n a d o answered tha t she needed to meetwith the other c o m m u n i t y members and t a l k b e f o r e g i v i n g an answer, but noted that thelast p u b l i c m e e t i n g about the site did not have much a t t endance . ERA a g r e e d , butnoted that if a p u b l i c m e e t i n g is to occur, it must h a p p e n soon so that there is s u f f i c i e n tt ime to get a t r a n s c r i p t ready and st i l l meet the p u b l i c comment p e r i o d c lo sured e a d l i n e s .
Finally, several members di s cus s ed the a d v i s a b i l i t y o f i n v i t i n g or e n c o u r a g i n g a med iapresence d u r i n g W o r k i n g G r o u p sessions. A l t h o u g h t h ey rea l ized i t i s no t p o s s i b l e tof o r b i d a press pre sence , they would rather not have the press a t t end the me e t ing s .T h e y be l i eved i t would h a m p e r open conversation among W o r k i n g G r o u p p a r t i c i p a n t s .
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E v a l u a t i o n o f the J a n u a r y 28 W o r k i n g G r o u p M e e t i n g
W h a t t h e W o r k i n g G r o u p l i k e d :

E P A ' s i n f o r m a t i o n sheets o n s o i l s i s c l ear a n d u s e f u l
T h e s u g g e s t i o n that Bonnie L a v e l l e s e t u p s m a l l g r o u p s f o r a d d i t i o n a l t e chn i ca li n f o r m a t i o n o r e x p l a n a t i o n s o u t s i d e t h e r e g u l a r W o r k i n g G r o u p me e t ing s
ERA p r o v i d i n g u p d a t e s each or every other F r i d a y about new site d e v e l o p m e n t s ,i n c l u d i n g i n f o r m a l da ta a v a i l a b i l i t y s ta tus r epor t s

T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p s ugge s t ed i m p r o v e m e n t s o n :
G e t t i n g i n f o r m a t i o n in an u n z i p p e d f o r m a t
D o n ' t f a x t o T o n i R i l e y wi thou t c a l l i n g f i r s t .
Get a l i s t o f addre s s e s to c o m m u n i t y reps for h e l p in c o n t a c t i n g owners fors a m p l i n g access.
I n c l u d e time on the agenda for p a r k i n g lo t issues f r o m po s t - i t s

P o s t - I t s / P a r k i n g L o t I t e m s
1. C o n s i d e r as an expo sure pa thway the route taken by trash trucks. A l s ocons ider the B u r l i n g t o n R a i l r o a d , and I-70 and I - 2 5 .
2 . N o t c a l l i n g b e f o r e f a x i n g , ( f r o m T . R i l e y )
3. 1999 Removals for new p r o p e r t i e s above 450 ppm arsenic need to bep l a n n e d for ( a s s u m i n g a new more c omprehen s iv e s a m p l i n g event takesp l a c e i n summer ' 9 9 ) .
4. W h a t e f f o r t s were made to ob tain access f r o m removable p r o p e r t i e s ? ( D i dc o m m u n i t y r e l a t i o n s s t a f f make a t t e m p t s o r o n l y P e t e ? )
5. C o m m u n i t i e s need i n f o r m a t i o n on l o c a t i o n s of c o n t a m i n a t i o n abovebackground but below removal level s .
6. S u g g e s t e d m o n t h l y 1 page b r i e f i n g content s:

s a m p l i n g ( o r p l a n ) s t a tu spress a c t i v i t i e sc o m m u n i t y r e l a t i o n s a c t i v i t i e s
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B a s e l i n e Risk Ass e s sment s ta tu snext m o n t h ' s p l a n s
7 . I n t e n s i v e s a m p l i n g r e s u l t s d u e i n l a t e F e b r u a r y / e a r l y M a r c h ( i n c l u d e s d u s t ,v e g e t a b l e s a m p l i n g ) .

F u t u r e Dates, Loca t i on s and T o p i c s
The W o r k i n g Group's next mee t ing i s on T h u r s d a y , F e b r u a r y 18, f r o m 8:30 a.m. to1:00 p.m. at the Swansea Recreation Center (SRC). The a g e n d a wil l i n c l u d e :

• E P A ' s revised F i n a l Risk M a n a g e m e n t O b j e c t i v e s do cument
• E P A ' s d r a f t S i t e C o n c e p t u a l M o d e l d i a g r a m
• C o m m e n t s f r o m t h e S t a t e , Denver a n d A T S D R o n E P A ' s " D r a f t Data Repor t f o rt h e Vasquez Boulevard & I-70 R e s i d e n t i a l S o i l s S u p p l e m e n t a l I n v e s t i g a t i o nP h y s i c o - C h e m i c a l Charac t e r i za t i on o f S o i l s " a n d E P A ' s re sponse s t o tho secomments
• E P A ' s p u b l i c invo lv emen t p l a n s•
• Review, m o d i f i c a t i o n and a p p r o v a l o f the J a n u a r y 28 M e e t i n g S u m m a r y

F u t u r e mee t ings are s c h e d u l e d for 8:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m., unl e s s otherwise noted:
T h u r s d a y , M a r c h 4 a t E P A ' s O f f i c e s ( E P A ) R e s u l t s o f Risk-based S a m p l i n g .T h u r s d a y , March 18 (SRC) Expo sure Pathway Equa t i on s .T h u r s d a y , A p r i l 8 ( E P A ) Expo sur e P a t h w a y E q u a t i o n s ( c o n t ' d ) .S a t u r d a y , April 24 (SRC), 9:00 am to N o o n D r a f t Dose C a l c u l a t i o n sT h u r s d a y , M a y 6 ( E P A ) T o x i c i t y V a l u e sT h u r s d a y , May 27 (SRC), 5:30 pm to 8:30 G r o u n d w a t e r I n v e s t i g a t i o nT h u r s d a y , J u n e 10 (EPA) TBD, based on p r o g r e s s t o d a t e
S u m m a r y of Deci s ions and A c t i o n I t e m s
1. The W o r k i n g Group's next mee t ing is on T h u r s d a y , F e b r u a r y 18, f r o m 8:30 a.m. to1:00 p.m. at the Swansea Recreation C e n t e r (SRC).
2. The W o r k i n g G r o u p members s h o u l d read the D r a f t M e e t i n g S u m m a r y o f theJ a n u a r y 28 mee t ing and p r o v i d e comments or corre c t i ons to the f a c i l i t a t o r s .
3.
4. EPA wil l revise the D r a f t O b j e c t i v e s for Risk M a n a g e m e n t do cument and d i s t r i b u t e i tto the members at the next mee t ing.
5 . EPA wi l l p r e p a r e and d i s t r i b u t e a d r a f t Si t e C o n c e p t u a l M o d e l d i a g r a m t o t h eW o r k i n g G r o u p for d i s c u s s i o n a t the next m e e t i n g
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6. See o ther i t a l i c i z e d areas in text above.
7 . T h e W o r k i n g G r o u p members s h o u l d read E P A ' s re sponse s t o comments receivedon the d r a f t data report which p r e s e n t s the r e s u l t s of p h y s i c a l and chemicalcharac t er izat ion of so i l s . T h e s e r e sponse s were m a i l e d to al l working g r o u pmembers on J a n u a r y 26, 1999.
To contact the f a c i l i t a t o r s (Mary Margare t G o l t e n and L o u i s e S m a r t a t CDR A s s o c i a t e s ) ,

Phone: 303-442-7367
F a x : 303-442-7442E-mail: m g o l t e n @ m e d i a t e . o r gl s m a r t @ m e d i a t e . o r gW r i t e : CDR A s s o c i a t e s , 100 A r a p a h o e , S u i t e 12, B o u l d e r CO 80302
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